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BREENE HARIMOTO
Councilmember District VIII
Chair, Committee on Transportation
Telephone: (808) 768-5008
Facsimile: (808) 768-5011

CITY COUNCIL
CITY AND COUNTY OF HONOLULU

HONOLULU, HAWAII 96813-3065

November 9, 2011

CYNTHIA NAKAZAKI, COMMITTEE CLERK
COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING

FROM: BREENE HARIMOTO, MEMBER
COMMITTEE ON ZONING AND PLANNING

SUBJECT: PROPOSED AMENDMENTS TO BILL 50 (2011), CD1 EXHIBIT A
WAI’ANAE SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES PLAN

DELETION OF THE INDUSTRIAL DESIGNATION (PURPLE SPOT)
VALLEY.

Pursuant to Council Communication No. 199 (CC 199), transmitted herewith for consideration by the
Committee on Zoning and Planning are five sets of forms proposing amendments to Bill 50 (2011),
CD1 and the attached revised Wai’anae Sustainable Communities Plan.

Also pursuant to CC 199, please number this communication and hyperlink it as a related
communication on the agenda when the committee considers Bill 50 (2011), CD1.

Enclosures: Amendment worksheet and proposals (five sets)

TO:

IN LUALUALEI

COUNCIL COM. 301
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DP AMENDMENT WORKSHEET

DATE: 11/9/11 BILL 50 (2011),CD1

PROPOSER BILL/PLAN
NO.AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOREXHIBIT AMENDMENT SUBJECT

HARIMOTO PLAN
2.3.9(“Developand support
community-based
businesses”)

Deletelanguagerelatingto the
creationofa light industrial
park in LualualeiValley.

HARIMOTO PLAN
3.9.2.5 (“EncourageLight
IndustrialBusinesses”)

Deletelanguagefor an
industrialsite in Lualualei
Valley.

HARIMOTO PLAN 3.9.4(“Relationto LandUse
Map”)

Deletelanguagepertainingto
LualualeiValley.

HARIMOTO PLAN
Appendix(“Community
GrowthBoundary”)

Deletelanguagepertainingto
“industrial” landsin Lualualei
Valley.

HARIMOTO PLAN

A. 1.6 (“Industrial”)

Miscellaneoustechnical,
clerical, grammatical,and
nonsubstantiveamendments.
Delete languagepertainingto
industrial areain Lualualei
Valley.

HARIMOTO PLAN
Exhibit A-i (“Land Use
Map”)

Removeindustrialregionin
themaukaareabetween
Ma’ili/Lualualei andNanakuli
(i.e., “purple/lavenderspot”).

HARIMOTO PLAN

Exhibit A-2 (“Open Space
Map”)

DeleteRural Communityuse
boundarydesignationin the
LualualeiValley areabetween
Ma’ili/Lualualei andNanakuli
(i.e., yellow spot).

HARIMOTO PLAN

Exhibit A-3 (“Public
FacilitiesMap”)

DeleteRural Communityuse
boundarydesignationin the
LualualeiValley areabetween
Ma’ili/Lualualei andNanakuli
(i.e.,yellow spot).
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PROPOSER BILL/PLAN
NO. AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOR EXHIBIT
AMENDMENT SUBJECT
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/il BILL 50 (201 i), CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN NO. AND TITLE OF
SECTIONOR EXHIBIT

PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN 2.3.9(“Developand support
community-basedbusinesses”)

2-15 Deletelanguagerelatingto the
creationof a light industrialpark
in Lualualei.

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap)is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryand an inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe onecontinuousboundary,and not includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
be containedwithin theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,on May 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landat Lualualeifrom its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthatthepetitionarea:

1) Is notcontiguousto otherlandsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnotconformwith thepolicy of theGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Is outsideofthe RuralCommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto thestandardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative of section205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and 205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionofLualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
Navy andtheCity haveindicatedthat theywill notbe responsiblefor thecostof anytraffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultof thisproject.

Thereis a lackof necessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOFAMENDMENT

Amendfourthparagraphto read:

Othereconomicopportunitiesdiscussedincludeexpansionof retail andcommercialcentersin
thefour majorahupua‘a [andthecreationofa light industrialpark in Lualualei.]. Similar to the
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DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

othersectors,it is recommendedthatlocally-ownedbusinessesbegivenpriority, andthatthey
hireresidentsasmuchaspossible.
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/li BILL 50 (2011),CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN
NO. AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOR EXHIBIT
PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN 3.9.2.5 (“EncourageLight
IndustrialBusinesses”)

3-37 Deletelanguagepertainingto
light industrialusein Lualualei
Valley

JUSTIFICATIONFOR AMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryandan inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowth Boundaryshouldbe onecontinuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
becontainedwithin theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,on May 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresoflandat Lualualei from its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthatthepetitionarea:

1) Is not contiguousto otherlandsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnot conformwith thepolicy oftheGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterof ruralareas;
3) Is outsideoftheRural CommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto thestandardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative ofsection205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrial usewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthattheywill not be responsiblefor thecostof anytraffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultofthis project.

Thereis a lackof necessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnited StatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOFAMENDMENT

Amendfirst paragraphto read:

Encouragetheestablishmentof light industrialbusinessesthatprovidejobs for local people,and
thataregenerallycompatiblewith thepredominantlyresidentialusesof theRuralResidential
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DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

areasalongthecoast,but not in MakahaValley. Light industrialusesshouldbe allowedonly in
theexisting Industrialareasin Wai’anae[andLualualei Valley,] asshownon theLandUseMap
(Exhibit A-i).

Deletethesecondparagraph:

[The Industrialsite in LualualeiValley is intendedfor light industrialusesthat arenotnoxiousor
socially objectionablein nature. Light industriallots at this locationshouldbe affordablypriced
for Wai’anaebusinesses,andincludevocationaltraining andotherfacilities that will benefitthe
Wai’ anaecommunity.]
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/11 BILL 50 (2011),CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN
NO. AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOREXHIBIT
PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN 3.9.4(“Relationto LandUse
Map”)

3-38 Deletelanguagepertainingto
LualualeiValley

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryand an inappropriateusein a preservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe one continuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthatareindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
becontainedwithin theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,onMay 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landat Lualualeifrom its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC found that thepetitionarea:

1) Is notcontiguousto otherlandsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnot conformwith thepolicy oftheGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Is outsideoftheRuralCommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto thestandardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative ofsection205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrial usewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,both the
Navyand theCity haveindicatedthattheywill not be responsiblefor thecostof any traffic
improvementsnecessitatedasa resultofthis project.

Thereis a lackofnecessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnited StatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

Delete lastsentenceoftheparagraph:

[The otheris in Lualualei Valley.]
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/il BILL 50 (2011),CDi

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN NO.AND TITLE OF
SECTIONOR EXHIBIT

PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN Appendix(“ 1. Community
GrowthBoundary”)

A-2 Deletelanguagepertainingto
“industrial” landsin Lualualei
Valley.

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundaryand an inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe one continuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthatareindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
be containedwithin theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,on May 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landat Lualualeifrom its currentAgriculturalDistrict to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthatthepetitionarea:

1) Is not contiguousto other landsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnot conformwith thepolicy of theGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Is outsideoftheRuralCommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto thestandardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative ofsection205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-i6and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthattheywill not be responsiblefor thecostof anytraffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultof thisproject.
Thereis a lackofnecessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term

agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

Amendsecondparagraphto read:

In theWai’anaeDistrict, theCommunityGrowthBoundaryis definedby a line that hasbeen
drawnto delineateandcontaintheFarringtonHighwaydevelopmentcorridor. This line,



Page2 of2

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

althoughconceptualin nature,hasbeendrawnand shouldbe interpretedsuchthatthemid-
sectionof the line moreor lesscoincideswith the limits of landsthat arezoned,asof2009,R-5
andR-10, aswell asexistingscatteredzonedcommercialand industrialsitesandthemajor
residentialdevelopmentsof theDepartmentof HawaiianHomeLandsin Nanakuli. Theintentof
this line is to identify existingurbanlsuburbanareas,allow for infill residentialandcommercial
developmenton undevelopedparcelswithin thisboundary,andclearlydefinethelimits of
urban/suburbandevelopment.Thus,no newurban/suburbandevelopmentshallbe allowed
maukaof thisCommunityGrowthBoundaryline, exceptfor alreadyresidentiallyzonedlandsin
MakahaValley. [and “Industrial” lands in Lualualei Valley.] Landsmaukaofthis line are
designated“Agriculture” and“Preservation.”Continuedsmall-scaleagriculturalusesof small
farm lots within theCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe encouraged.
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/11 BILL 50 (20i i), CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHAPJMOTO

BILL/PLAN
NO. AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOR EXHIBIT
PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN A. 1.6 (“Industrial”) A-6 Deletelanguagepertainingto
industrialareain Lualualei
Valley, andmakemiscellaneous
technical,clerical,grammatical,
andnonsubstantialamendments.

JUSTIFICATIONFOR AMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValleyas indicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryand an inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe onecontinuousboundary,and not includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
becontainedwithin theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,onMay 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landat Lualualeifrom its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthatthepetitionarea:

1) Is not contiguousto otherlandsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnot conformwith thepolicy oftheGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Isoutsideof theRuralCommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto thestandardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative ofsection205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepolicies andcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthattheywill not beresponsiblefor thecostofany traffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultof this project.

Thereis a lackofnecessaryinfrastructureand utilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

Amendfirst paragraphto read:
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DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

TheWai’anaeDistrict LandUseMap includes[two] one“Industrial [areas]~ Theintent of
[these]this Industrial [areas]areais to provideareasfor thedevelopmentof non-polluting,light
industrialusesthat would provideemploymentopportunitiesfor local people.Thefirst such
areais in thevicinity ofthe WastewaterTreatmentPlantandWai’anaeMall. Somecommercial
usesshouldalso be allowedin this Industrialarea,to providefor an economicallyviablemix of
uses,andalso to serveasabuffer betweenlight industrial usesand nearbyresidentialareas. It is
the intentofthis Industrialusethat industrial-mixeduse“IMX” be allowedascompatiblezoning
designation.

Deletesecondparagraph:

[The secondIndustrialareais in LualualeiValley. This siteis intendedfor light industrialuses
thatarenot noxiousor socially objectionablein nature. Light industriallots atthis location
shouldbe affordablypricedfor Wai’anaebusinesses,and includevocationaltraining andother
facilities thatwill benefittheWai’anaecommunity.]
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/11 BILL 50(2011),CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARJMOTO

BILL/PLAN NO. AND TITLE OF
SECTIONOR EXHIBIT

PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN Exhibit A-i (“LandUse
Map”)

Appendix
A-b

DeleteIndustrialusedesignation
in theLualualeiValley area
betweenMa’ili/Lualualei and
Nanakuli(i.e., the
purple/lavenderspot).

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrialusein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexisting CommunityGrowthBoundaryandan inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshould be onecontinuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
be containedwithin theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,onMay 16, 2011,theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landatLualualeifrom its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC found thatthepetitionarea:

1) Is not contiguousto otherlands in theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnotconformwith thepolicy oftheGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Is outsideoftheRural CommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto the standardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative of section205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepolicies andcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificant adverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,both the
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthat theywill notbe responsiblefor thecostof any traffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultofthis project.

Thereis a lackof necessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

AmendtheLandUseMap by removingtheIndustrialusedesignationin LualualeiValley (i.e.,
purple/lavenderspot).
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/il BILL 50 (2011),CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN
NO. AND TITLE OF

SECTIONOR EXHIBIT
PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN Exhibit A-2 Appendix
A-il

DeleteRuralCommunityuse
boundarydesignationin the
LualualeiValley areabetween
Ma’ili/Lualualei andNanakuli
(i.e., yellow spot).

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrial usein LualualeiValleyasindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryand an inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe onecontinuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
be containedwithin theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,onMay 16, 20ii, theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresof landat Lualualeifrom its currentAgricultural District to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthatthepetitionarea:

1) Is notcontiguousto otherlands in theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnotconformwith thepolicy oftheGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) Is o~utsideof theRural CommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “does not conformto the standardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative of section205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and205-17,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
theintersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthattheywill notbe responsiblefor thecostof any traffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultof this project.

Thereis a lackofnecessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-term
agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto thearea.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

AmendtheOpenSpaceMapby removingtheRuralCommunityBoundaryusedesignationin
LualualeiValley (i.e., yellow spot).
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DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT
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DP AMENDMENT PROPOSAL

DATE: 11/9/il BILL 50(2011),CD1

COUNCILMEMBER BREENEHARIMOTO

BILL/PLAN NO. AND TITLE OF
SECTIONOR EXHIBIT

PAGE AMENDMENT SUBJECT

PLAN Exhibit A-3 Appendix
A-12

DeleteRural Communityuse
boundarydesignationin the
LualualeiValley areabetween
Ma’ili/Lualualei andNanakuli
(i.e.,yellow spot).

JUSTIFICATIONFORAMENDMENT

Light industrial usein LualualeiValley asindicatedin Exhibit A-i (LandUseMap) is outside
theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundaryandan inappropriateusein apreservationzonedarea.
TheCommunityGrowthBoundaryshouldbe onecontinuousboundary,andnot includeisolated
pocketsthat areindependentof thegeneralboundary. Any newindustrialdevelopmentshould
be containedwithin theexistingCommunityGrowthBoundary.

Furthermore,on May 16,2011, theStateofHawai’i LandUseCommission(LUC) denieda
petitionto reclassify96 acresoflandat Lualualeifrom its currentAgriculturalDistrict to the
UrbanDistrict. TheLUC foundthat thepetitionarea:

1) Is notcontiguousto other landsin theStateLandUseUrbanDistrict;
2) Doesnotconformwith thepolicy of theGeneralPlanto maintainthecharacterofrural areas;
3) IsoutsideoftheRuralCommunityBoundaryfor theWai’anaeSCParea;and
4) “doesnot conformto the standardsfor establishingtheUrbanDistrict boundaries,is not
reasonable,is violative of section205-2,HRS,andis inconsistentwith thepoliciesandcriteria
establishedpursuantto sections205-16and 205-i7,HRS.”

Theproposedlight industrialusewill havesignificantadverseimpactson traffic, particuarlyat
the intersectionof LualualeiNavelAccessRoadandFarringtonHighway. In addition,boththe
NavyandtheCity haveindicatedthat theywill not be responsiblefor thecostof anytraffic
improvementsnecessitatedasaresultof thisproject.

Thereis a lackofnecessaryinfrastructureandutilities, andthereis no formal long-teriii
agreementwith theUnitedStatesNavy for continuedroadwayaccessto the area.

DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT

AmendthePublicFacilitiesMap by removingtheRural CommunityBoundaryusedesignation
in LualualeiValley (i.e., yellowspot).
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DESCRIPTIONOF AMENDMENT


